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POLITICAL ASSESSMENTS BY A CONGRESSIONAL 
COMMITTEE. 

In spite of all that has been said recently by party platforms, 
by the newspapers, and by public speakers in condemnation of the 
“spoils system”; in spite of the wide-spread inculcation of the lesson 
of. the tragedy of last July, we now have a Congressional Commit- 
tee —a party committee organized in that office-brokering branch of 
our government which the framers of the Constitution intended to 
be a legislature — boldly practising one of the most demoralizing and 
most strongly condemned measures of “spoils” politics, the extortion, 
under fear of dismissal, of a specified percentage of their salaries 
from government employés; the funds thus obtained to be used to 
buy the re-election of such Republican Congressmen as may be in 


need of money to get them back to Congress. This is what the | 


“spoils system” has done for the Congress of the United States. It 
has made it a political machine for the working of corruption. 
Through the evil influence of the “spoils system,” Congress has 
largely usurped the contro] of appointments rightly belonging to the 
executive branch and the control of elections properly belonging to 
the people. Its own business of legislation is neglected, that, by 


means of money squeezed from poor clerks, laborers, and small boys, | 


whose places it commands, it may win an election in an easier way 
than by honest and diligent service as legislators. 

It is a source of great gratification to civil service reformers that 
the recent assessment circular has met with such general and unqual- 
ified condemnation from the press and the people of the country. 
Scarcely a voice is lifted in defence of assessments as such. The 
only defence attempted by those responsible for the circular and by 
their adherents is the disingenuous one to the effect that the con- 
tribution asked for is voluntary. 

The circular tells its own story. It is the levy of an assessment 
of a specified sum, and it contains an implied threat of loss of 
position. It is not the suggestion of a voluntary contribution. If 
any one has doubts on this point, let him read it. Much of Stal- 
wart eloquence has been devoted to a championship of the “ right 
of every government employé to give money for political purposes 
as every other American citizen has the privilege of doing.” But 
this is only another example of the disingenuousness of the spoilsmen. 
Government employés can contribute voluntarily for political pur- 
poses, as others do, to properly constituted committees, chosen by 





their party to superintend campaign work. And. we would give them 
a greater privilege than the spoilsmen, with all their loud champion- 
ship, have ever asked for them; viz., the right to give or not to give 
to the proper committee of either political party. What civil service 
reformers protest against is the collection of such contributions by 
officers of the government, executive or legislative, or by any persons 
who possess the power to retain these employés in or remove them 
from office. It is a manifest source of corruption, if these collections 





| are permitted. Sec. 6 of Chap. 287 of the U. S. Statutes, 1876, 
| under which the Civil Service Reform Association of New York has 
| requested Mr. Hubbell to make a test case, prohibits such payments 
| to officers of the United States. Mr. Hubbell has declined the test ; 
5| but the matter has been brought to the attention of the Attorney- 
| General, and doubtless a decision will be reached. Upon the decision 


of the verbal technicality whether or not a member of Congress is an 
officer of the United States hangs the question of the lawfulness or 
the unlawfulness of the “contributions.” The counsel of the New 
York League holds that a Congressman is an officer, and that the 
payment of contributions as. requested will be a violation of the 
statute; and the New York Association has notified government 
employés to that effect. 





FIFTEEN THOUSAND DOLLARS APPROPRIATED. 


Tue following amendment proposed by Mr. Holman, of Indiana, 
when the Sundry Civil Appropriation Bill was up in Committee of 
the Whole in the House of Representatives on the 13th inst., was 
adopted : — 

To enable the President to carry out the provisions of Section 1753 
of the Revised Statutes to promote civil service reform and official 
accountability, $15,000. , 

Mr. Holman and Mr. Cox, of New York, did some very effective 
work toward its advancement. The House seems to have treated it 


| as a necessary measure, called for by the emphatic articles of con- 


demnation so freely circulated by the press at the failure to make the 
appropriation of $25,000 asked for by Mr. Bayne, of Pennsylvania, on 
the 8th inst. ; but one which they would well like to omit. 

The expressions given utterance to, the bickering and chaff 
indulged in, show but little serious endeavor in the way of reform. 
The appropriation was much smaller than that requested by the 
President ; and the fact is painfully apparent by the flippant remarks 
made, that the amendment was adopted because of the serious dis- 
approval with which the former action of the committee was regarded 
by the people, rather than as the needed remedy so much desired. 

The utter inadequacy of the appropriation, and the grudging 
manner in which it was granted, would imply the acknowledged 
necessity of the pacification of a large number of voters at as little 


| expense as possible; but in no way does it show that the majority of 


the Republicans in the House have any intention of making strenuous 
efforts toward the fulfilment of any of the many civil service planks 
introduced in their platforms of the past ten years. 

It has been conclusively proved that the earnest protestations of 
our representatives have but little weight when the time for zealous 
action arrives, and although no difficulty seems to be found in admit- 
ting that they “are in favor of a radical reform in the civil service of 
the United States,” they are equally willing to endorse the nomina- 
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tion of a man who openly declares his advocacy of the spoils system. 
An absolute remedy for this ambiguous form of procedure must be 
adopted, and to accomplish this the reformers should take active part 
in the caucuses during the coming campaign, and work earnestly for 
the nomination of those men whose past record for integrity and 
honesty of purpose have earned for them the confidence of their 
supporters. 





“WORKERS” AS A FACTION. 


Parties being necessary in « Republic, it is conceded not to be 
desirable that all the patriotism, statesmanship, and sincerity should 
be in one party, and all the self-seeking, cunning, and unfairness 
in the other. And, if each has a share of the good and the bad, 
divisions and factions inside of parties have as much reason to exist 
as parties themselves. Still, if they exist to enforce certain princi- 
ples or policies, it-would seem tiat there should be no serious lack 
of harmony in them. But there often is, as at present in the 
Republican party. One principle, which is earnestly supported by 
the thoughtful and progressive in this party as well as by many of 
the best Democrats, is that the routine offices of the government 
should be filled by those who prove themselves most fit to perform 
the duties. Now there is, in the Republican party as in every other, 
a large number of men who have a natural talent for what is called 
“practical politics.” They render a valuable service, they give time 
and effort to doing for the mass of voters what the mass of voters 
will not do for themselves. They manage caucuses, determine nomi- 
nations, print ballots, and rally voters to the polls. As a general rule, 
these men have more interest in the victory of their party than they 
have in its principles. But they like principles, if principles will bring 
votes; they like to use money, if it will bring votes; and they like 
to use the power of patronage, if it will bring votes. Let us not 
forget, too, that these “ practical” men do not, as one could scarcely 
expect them to do, give their time and efforts to politics from simple 
patriotism and philanthropy. They would not be practical, if they 
did. “Politics” is their business ; and from it, in one way or another, 
by payments out of the party treasury or by the getting of salaried 
office, they find remuneration. 

Naturally, the control of political matters falls very largely into the 
hands of these men,—“ politicians,” we call them. While it is evi- 
dent that their business is to run the machinery and not to steer the 
ship, they are often found with their hands on the helm. Probably, 
no political issue ever arose so unpleasant to these workers as civil 
service reform. It strips from their hands one of the strongest 
weapons they. have been accustomed to use in the fight, and it takes 
the bread from their own mouths. As a public measure, the proposed 
reform is so good a one they cannot openly denounce it. It is, per- 
sonally, so objectionable to themselves that they will fight it to the 
death. 

The Republican party declares again and again in favor of civil 
service reform: the “workers” are determined that any reform 
which means the separation of politics and patronage shall not be 
carried into execution. Such a schism in a party is a new thing in 
political history. Here lies the most formidable obstacle to civil 
service reform. The people are powerless to effect a political reform 
except by the aid of politicians. How shall the politicians be induced 
to reform themselves? for this is what civil service reform amounts to. 
Shall the “ workers” in either party be replaced by other “ workers” 
who will forego the favors and privileges of spoils, or shall a new 
party be formed, in which the “ workers ” shall be subordinate to real 
statesmen, and be employed upon some other basis of reward than that 
seductive and corrupting practice of bribery known as the “spoils 
system”? Here is something for the Newport Conference to consider. 





The real question before the country in regard to the civil service 
is, Shall or shall not appointments to subordinate government places 
be made for political considerations? When this question shall have 
come into politics,— that is, into election,—as it certainly will come, 
we shall hear it discussed on its merits. Then, the line will be clearly 
drawn, and those of opposite ways of thinking will stand face to face 





with one another. Then, it will be seen that those who will not con- 
sent tothe abandonment of political motives in appointments. are not 
really civil service reformers, however much they may claim to desire, 
or may really desire, to elevate and purify the service. When the 
subject is fairly taken into the arena of politics, and the Stalwart dis- 
ciples of the spoils system are forced to do what they never have yet 
done,— stand by their colors and defend political patronage as the basis 
of selecting government employés,— we have faith that those who pro- 
claim and maintain the principles of genuine reform, appointments 
for demonstrated fitness, will gather under their banners an over- 
whelming majority of the voters of the country. 





REPORT OF THE PENDLETON COMMITTEE. 


THE recent report of the Senate Committee upon civil service 
reform and retrenchment, printed in a pamphlet of two hundred and 
twenty-five pages, is an exceedingly interesting and valuable docu- 
ment. It gives the testimony of a number of practical men, familiar 
with the actual workings of competitive examinations, who all agree 
that examinations have tended to purify and elevate the service, and 
to effect economy. 

Our ex-collector, Mr. Beard, however, appeared as an advocate of 
substantially the existing system, “honestly administered.” We 
learn from the testimony that Collector Robertson has been con- 
verted to the new system by a study of it. Perhaps, if Collector 
Beard had found in operation a system of competitive examinations, 
he might have been converted also, and if he had left it, on his exit, 
to affect the mind of his successor, Collector Worthington might 
have become a believer in the reform. 





The coolness of the assumption that the existing system is a 
“business-like ” and “practical” plan is amusingly set out by the 
testimony. It appears that, in the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing, five hundred and thirty-nine of nine hundred and fifty-eight 
persons, appointed under the old system, were found to be mere 
cumberers of the ground, and were cut off without being missed, with 
an annual saving of $390,000. From the proceeds of the first year’s 
savings, a fine building was erected. 





According to the testimony of ex-Collector Thomas of Baltimore, 
the average Congressman has little trouble in “accounting for his 
time” under the present “business” system, and has an excellent 
answer for constituents who complain that Congress neglects impor- 
tant measures. 

“When I was in Congress,” he says, “ two-thirds of my time were 
occupied either in going around the departments as a claim agent for 
somebody or in looking out for a place for somebody.” 

The allowance of one-third of his time to the affairs of the country 
we consider both patriotic and generous. 





The spoils system has its humors. It seems that the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing was made a sort of “almshouse or asylum,” 
and that not only were four hundred and nineteen unnecessary per- 
sons employed, but there was not even floor-room in the building for 
the superfluous workers. From a custom-house, they could have been 
sent out to loiter in the sun about the wharves, taking refuge, when 
it rained, beneath the sheds where steamers load and discharge. 
With a proper distribution of forces, under a competent statesman, 
they would not have been, perhaps, particularly in anybody’s way. 

The Bureau of Engraving and Printing has, however, no weighing, 
banana-counting, or other outside service on which these supernu- 
meraries could have assumed to be acting; and perhaps, having strong 
Congressional influence, they refused to be sent out of doors. It 
was therefore found necessary to devise a sort of slave-ship arrange- 
ment. “In one division,” we are told, “a sort of platform had been 
built underneath the iron roof, about seven feet above the floor, to 
accommodate the surplus counters. It appeared that the room was 
of ample size without this contrivance for all the persons actually 
needed.” 

The air must have been close; but perhaps that feature was 
enjoyed, as conducive to sleep. 
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According to the testimony of Naval Officer Burt, there is a differ- 
ence of opinion in New York City as to competitive examinations; 
and, singularly enough, the merchants there appear as “ visionary the- 
orists,” while the politicians support the “ practical” and “ business » 
view. 


Senator Pendleton.—I understand you to say that the effect of the 
system of examinations and permanent appointments has been to 
create public sentiment in the city of New York in favor of the con- 
tinuance and perfecting of that system ? 

Mr. Burt.— It has, sir. 

Senator Pendleton.— Is that opinion growing, and is it strong? 

Mr. Burt.— It is growing, and it is strong. 

* * * * * * * * * 

Senator Dawes.— When you said that the public sentiment of New 
York was largely upholding the custom-house, you meant to draw a 
distinction between the main business body of the city and the 
politicians ? 

Mr. Burt.—I did, sir ; and a very broad distinction. 

Senator Dawes.— The politicians are still dissatisfied? 

Mr. Burt.— They are still dissatisfied. 


“ There is no more determined effort,” said Mr. Curtis, before the 
committee, “than that which is made to persuade the public that 
what is called the competitive system means that a man who knows 
the stars in the constellation of Orion better than somebody else is 
therefore fit to be made a messenger in the custom-house or an ap- 
yraiser of lace.... The great point, therefore, of what is called the 
lioakk examination is to break down at the outset the force of personal 
pressure. ... The book examination, therefore, breaks down personal 
and political pressure at the outset; and it indicates who of one hun- 
dred men is probably the best fitted by his general intelligence for 
the public service. It is observed by examiners that the generally 
intelligent man is the one who upon occasion develops specific faculty. 
The examination, therefore, gives you a promising class of persons. 
Out of that class, you select those who are the most promising. Of 
these, the best is taken and placed on probation.” 





PostMASTER PEARSON, of New York, gave an example of an ex- 
amination for promotion, which does not seem to have been of an 
astronomical character : — 


An examination, for instance, is to be held of the distributors 
for a certain section, for which purpose a miniature pigeon-hole case 
is used, a fac-simile of the case at which they are regularly engaged 
in distributing mail. Each route and separation has its corresponding 
place. A number of cards, each one bearing the name of a different 
post-office, is furnished the distributor examined, he being required 
to separate them into their appropriate pigeon-holes. Each distributor 
is in turn tested with the same cards. The time consumed by each one 


in disposing of the entire quantity is noted, as are also the errors, | 


from which data their positions are changed and fixed until they 
again may be changed by a following examination. 


Ir is often remarked that there is a point where the highest and 
the lowest meet. In our government, that point appears to be towels: 

“T have known,” says Superintendent Graves, of the Treasury 
Department, “a poor woman who had a job of washing towels, at 
ten dollars or so a month, required to share the job with another on 
the demand of one of the highest officers of the government.” 

It would have been instructive to attend the hearing before this 
high officer between the two washerwomen. We have no doubt that 
a report of it would have been as popular reading as the story of 
Solomon’s judgment. It appears further that, in case of a dispute 
between two such washerwomen as to who should have the crash 
rollers and who the small hand-towels to wash, a way is provided 
for settling the controversy :— 

The Chairman.— The common question among employés is, “ Who 
is your influence?” 

Mr. Graves.— That is a standard phrase in the department, “ Who 
is your influence?” Where persons have very strong influence, they 
are apt, if any difficulty occurs in the department, to threaten to go 
and get their “influence,” and have the matter set right. 

This is under what is called the “practical” and “business” 
system. 


Tune testimony of Superintendent Kimball of the Life Saving 


Service is full of interest. He says :— 


We have a board of examiners, . 


Marine Hospital Service, an officer of the Revenue Marine Service, 





| beng 





and an expert surfman....The board goes along the coast, and 
examines every keeper and every man. A physical examination is 
first made by the surgeon to determine whether the men are robust, 
hardy, healthy, and able to endure the hardships of their calling. 
Next, the Revenue Marine officer examines them in wreck gunnery, 
in which they are expected, unless raw recruits, to be proficient to the 
extent of being able to readily throw a shot-line over a wrecked 
vessel. The expert surfman finally examines every man in surfman- 
ship: first, theoretically, by a series of questions, such as occur to 
him generally,— as, for instance, What should be done, under certain 
stated conditions of the sea, in launching the boat? How should 
the boat be brought in under stated circumstances? How should a 
vessel be approached under certain given circumstances? and so on. 
You can imagine a long series of these questions, and the answers to 
them would be a pretty good test of knowledge. Then, he puts them 


in the surf in their boats, and sees how they perform in actual 
practice. 


Mr. Cxark, the Chief of the Revenue Marine Service, gives an 
interesting account of the competitive examinations which, in that 
service, now control both admission and promotion : — 


The standard of admission has been raised, and that is not the 
only result. Our officers, from having been listless and inattentive, 
have become very attentive to their duties; from having been with- 
out ambition as to their personal excellence, they are now, I think, as 
distinguished for studiousness and thoughtfulness, and as desirous to 
excel in their profession, as any officers of the government. . . . Under 
the plan of pass examinations, the tendency is to continually lower 
the standard; while, under the plan of competitive examinations, the 
tendency is to continually elevate the standard. And, as I have shown 


you, the standard has been elevated between fifteen and twenty per 
cent. 


WE cannot refrain from alluding again to the familiar financial 
results of the “theorists’” system in the New York Post-oflice. 
Postmaster Pearson testifies :— 


From 1874 to 1881, seven years, the increase [of business] has 
been from one hundred and fifty per cent. to three hundred per cent., 


and the actual increase in the total cost has been about fifteen per 
cent. 


This is the way that “ visionary dreamers ” do business. 


As to other results of the “theory ” system, Mr. Pearson says : — 


Following the spirit of emulation that has grown up within our 
service, we frequently find an employé just entered the service, 
cae gee as a stamper, as in one instance i remember, who asks for 
and is given a scheme of distribution, obtains access to the routine 
orders as issued, and ascertains how to correct his scheme by them, 
and, keeping it correct and studying it when the examination is held, 
presents himself as a competitor. There are cases of that kind where 
such clerks have won good places as distributors, though totally 


without practical experience in that direction. There is no exclu- 
sion at all. 


ASSESSMENT CIRCULARS. 

Tue following circular, issued vy the Republican Congressional 
Committee, has been sent to all employés of the government, solicit- 
ing a contribution of not less than two per cent. on their salaries for 
use in the fall campaign : — 

WaAsHINGTON, D.C., May, 1882. 

This Committee is organized for the protection of the interests of 
the Republican party in each of tle Congressional districts of the 
Union. In order that it may prepare, print, and circulate suitable 
documents, illustrating the issues which distinguish the Republican 
party from any other, and may meet all proper expenses incident to 
the campaign, the Committee feels authorized to apply to all citizens 
whose principles or interests are involved in the struggle. Under the 
circumstances in which the country finds itself placed, the Committee 
believes that you will esteem it ooth a privilege and a pleasure to 
make to its fund a contribution, wnich it is hoped may not be less 
than dollars. The Committee is authorized to state that such 
contribution from persons employed in the service of the 
United States will not be objected t. in any official quarter. The 
labors of the Committee will affect the result of the presidential 
election in 1884, as well as the Congressional struggle; and it may 
therefore reasonably hope to have the sympathy and assistance of 
all who look with dread upon the possibility of the restoration of the 
Democratic party to the control of the government. Please make 
prompt and favorable response to this letter by bank check or draft 


|or postal money order, payable to order of Jay A. Hubbell, acting 
| treasurer, P. O. lock box 589, Washington, D.C. 
oe ag ac of a surgeon of the | 


By order of the Committee, 
D. B. HENDERSON, Secretary. 
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Incited by the foregoing, Mr. George William Curtis and other 
members of the New York Association mailed to many of the 
employés a counter circular, a copy of which, with the section of the 
United States Revised Statutes quoted by them, we give below : — 


New York, June 17, 1882. 
Dear Sir,— We understand that a circular has recently been sent 
to you from the Republican Congressional Committee, asking for 
contributions toward defraying the expenses of that committee at the 
coming election. 
We desire to inform you that, in the opinion of counsel, as the 
members of the Committee are officers of the United States govern- 
ment, you, as an office-holder, are liable, under Sec. 6 of Chap. 287 of 
the United States Statutes, 1876 (supplement to Revised Statutes, 
p- 245), to punishment by fine or removal from office, or both, in case 
you subscribe as requested. The National Civil Service Reform 
eague proposes to bring the matter to the attention of the Attorney- 
General and other prosecuting officers of the United States; and, until 
their decision is given, we should advise you prudently to refrain from 
complying with the request of the Committee. 


The Statute mentioned is as follows : — 


Sec. 6. That all executive officers or employés of the United 
States, not appointed by the President with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, are prohibited from requesting, giving to, or receiving 
from any other officer or employé of the government any money or 
Property, or other thing of value, for political purposes ; 

And any such officer or employé who shall offend against the 
provisions of this section shall be at once discharged from the service 
of the United States; 

And he shall also be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on 
conviction thereof shall be fined in a sum not exceeding five hundred 
dollars. 


Representative Hubbell, Chairman of the Republican Congres- 
sional Committee, under date of June 22, 1882, addressed the follow- 
ing letter to Mr. Curtis : — 


Sir,—I understand that a circular signed by you has been sent to 
large numbers of persons employed in the service of the United 
States, advising them to refrain from complying with the request of 
the Republican Congressional Committee for a contribution to its 
campaign fund. In this circular, you state that,‘ in the opinion of 


counsel, as the members of the Republican Congressional Committee | 
are officers of the United States government,” all persons making | 
contributions to such Committee will render themselves liable, under | 
If it be law that persons | 


Sec. 6, Chap. 287, United States Statutes. 
paying become thereby liable to a penalty, I, being a member of 


Congress and the treasurer who receives the payment, am also liable. | 


Iam wee meet you on this question anywhere or any time, and 
to unite wit 


Attorney-General. If you desire any other form of action in any 


tribunal which can give an immediate consideration of the point, I| 
will join in testing the soundness of the circular; and I invite you to| 
this mode of settlement, as both are more manly and more honorable | 


than your attempt to confuse the action or alarm the minds of the 
employés alluded to. 


alarm you seek to create is without justification in the law, your 


counsel, to whom you vaguely allude, either misunderstanding or | 
Disdaining to seek shelter behind any cover, I there-| 


perverting it. 
fore challenge you to the step necessary to an immediate determina- 


tion of the degree of responsibility which is attached to this fact, and | 


to the correctness of your circular, which I distinctly deny. 
Yours, Jay A. HuBBeELt, 
Chairman and Treasurer Republican Congressional Committee. 


To Mr. George William Curtis, 


New York, 
Association. 


President Civil Service Reform 


To the foregoing, Mr. Curtis, under date of June 25, 1882, replied 
as follows : — 
Hon. Jay A. Hubbell, Chairman and Treasurer, etc. : — 

Sir,—I have received your letter of the 22d instant, in which you 
comment upon the cireular of the Civil Service Reform Association, 


advising certain employés of the government that they may render 
themselves liable to legal penalties, should they yield to a requisition 


to pay a specified part of their salaries into the treasury of your com-| 
Upon this suggestion, you remark, “that the law is misstated | 


mittee. 
in your circular; and the alarm you seek to create is without justi- 
fication in the law. Your counsel, to whom you vaguely allude, either 
misunderstands or perverts it.” This is, however, merely your opin- 


ion; and to differ with your view of the construction of a statute, | 


while awaiting an authoritative irfterpretation, does not seem to me to 


you in requesting the President to ask an opinion of the | 


The law is misstated in your circular; and the | 


prove either the incapacity or the knavery which you discourteously 
attribute to gentlemen of high professional character. If, however, 
your letter had contained only the proposition to unite with the Civil 
Service Reform Association in procuring a prompt and authoritative 
decision of the legal question involved, I should have nothing to add 
to the response which was immediately addressed to you by Messrs. 
Wheeler and Whitridge, the counsel of the association, informing 
you that we have already called the attention of the Attorney-General 
to what we hold to be violations of the law, and that -we shall will- 
ingly join with you in making a case for the courts. But, in your 
letter, you permit yourself to say, “I invite you to this mode of settle- 
ment, as both more manly and more honorable than your attempt to 
confuse the action or alarm the minds of the employés alluded to.” 
This is an allegation that it is not quite manly or honorable to apprise 
employés of the government, who otherwise would probably not know 
it, that, if they take a certain course, they render themselves liable 
to fine and dismissal; and that such notice is an attempt to alarm and 
confuse them. It seems to me, however, that a man who lives with 
his family upon $500 or $600 a year would find it much more alarm- 
ing and confusing to be summoned to pay two per cent. of that 
amount than to be told that such payment might lead to legal 
trouble. If, indeed, there be any question of comparative manliness 
and honor in the transaction, it strikes me that virtually to threaten 
laborers in navy yards and elsewhere, clerks, errand boys, and even 
women and girls in the public offices, to whom I am informed that 
circulars have been sent, that they are in danger of dismissal if they 
do not surrender a part of their wages, is conduct quite as open to 
the charge of want of manliness and honor as the act of warning 
such laborers that the law probably protects them against the 
demand. You remark that you disdain “to seek protection and 
shelter by any cover.” You will not therefore attempt to hide under 
the pitiful pretence that the assessment of two per cent., or other 
specific sum levied by the Congressional Committee, is an invitation 
to make a “voluntary contribution.” It is stated that thirty thou- 
sand or more of the circulars of your committee have been sent out. 
I have personal knowledge of them as addressed to employés of the 
governinent, from Kentucky to New England; and they are undoubt- 
edly daily mailed to every part of the Union. They are apparently 
addressed exclusively to public employés, and those employés un- 
doubtedly understand that the alternative is that of payment or 
dismissal. The demand is issued by a committee which knows that 
such is the general understanding in the service. I once pleaded 
with a superior officer against the injustice of this assessment upon 
poor men earning small wages, and reduced to despair by the 
demands; and he told me hotly and plainly that, for every one who 
did not wish to pay, there were fifty persons ready to take his place, 
with all its encumbrances. It is not necessary for me to point out 
to you that this is practically a sale of the public service to the 
highest bidder, that it destroys the self-respect of the public employés, 
and that it is necessarily fatal to honest politics and economical 
administration. If the wages of the public service are too high, let 
them be reduced. But by what right does a committee of an irre- 
sponsible club of members of Congress levy party toll upon the 
public employés, under pain of dismissal ? ton, sir, are Chairman 
and Treasurer of the Republican Congressional Committee. What 
| party authority constituted that committee? In what way is it 
responsible to the Republican party? If a levy of money is to be 
made upon employés of the government for the benefit of a party 
treasury,— which I hold to be a perilous abuse,— it should be author- 
| ized by those whom the party designates for the purpose. It is cer- 
| tainly not a duty to be assumed by any committee of members of the 
party elected for another purpose. If such a committee may demand 
two per cent. of wages, it may extort twenty per cent. under the same 
terror. Other similar committees may do the same thing; and, in 
| fact, the public employés are now subject to various demands of the 
kind. The money thus coerced by irresponsible committees is ex- 
| pended in ways of which there is no public account. It becomes 
often a vast corruption fund drawn from the public treasury by the 
party in power, to secure its continued control of the government. 
This is a dangerous blow to free institutions; and the general knowl- 
|edge of the abuse necessarily destroys popular confidence in the 
honesty of elections, and brings us face to face with a catastrophe. 
| Undoubtedly there are legitimate political expenses for every party; 
'and, in a free country, everybody should be at liberty to aid and to 
refuse to aid his party. But the public employés of the government 
are usually selected in a way which practically deprives them of the 
liberty of giving or withholding such aid at their pleasure. If a man 
knows that he holds his place by personal favor, he will naturally 
propitiate that favor, in order to retain his place. It was the know}- 
edge that the liberty of the office-holder in this matter is thus 
impaired which led Congress to pass the act of protection to which 
our circular refers. That act recognizes, as universal experience and 
the reason of the case shows, that a awe employé whose 
| family depends upon his wages is not deluded by the phrase “volun- 
tary contribution,” and fears that he cannot refuse to pay without 
‘taking the risk of dismissal. His refusal, indeed, would not be 
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alleged as the reason; but it would be the reason. And to say to an 
employé, as the circular of the Congressional Committee says, that 
his “contribution will not be objected to in any official quarter” is 
merely to tighten the screw. It is a hint to him that the demand is 
known and approved by those who can dismiss him. You assert your 
willingness to ask the President to ask the opinion of the Attorney- 
General. But your circular has been sent to the employés in the 
Attorney-General’s office; and it distinctly assures them, by necessary 
implication, that the head of the office does not object. If you read 
the newspapers carefully, you are aware of the very general public 
condemnation of the practice of political assessments; and they are 
condemned for the precise reason that such assessments are not what 
they pretend to be, “voluntary contributions.” If you ask me to 
contribute to your treasury, I am a private citizen, and I can give or 
refuse without suffering. But if you and your associates ask my 
neighbor, who is employed in the custom-house, for a contribution, 
he feels that he is in danger, if he declines. This is the infringement 
of the equal liberty of citizens, which makes this practice odious, 
while its inevitable consequences make it threatening to the public 
welfare. The association of which I have the honor to be President 
will spare no lawful effort to restore that equal liberty to every citizen. 
Respectfully yours, 
GEORGE WILLIAM CuRTIs, 
President of the New York Civil Service Reform Association. 


Messrs. WHEELER AND WHITRIDGE, counsel for the New York 
Civil Service Reform Association, in reply to Mr. Hubbell’s letter of 
the 22d of June, under date of June 24, signify that the Circuit Court 
of the United States for Southern New York is an excellent place to 
test the soundness of the circular. They propose making a test case 
of any one of the numerous payments which have been made in 
response to the Congressional Committee’s circulars “by executive 
officers or employés of the United States, not appointed by the Presi- 
dent, but by and with the advice and consent of the Senate.” 

They do not accept Mr. Hubbell’s proposal to request the President 
to take the opinion of the Attorney-General, stating that 

We have requested the distinguished head of the department of 
justice to give instructions to the attorneys of the United States, in 
the several districts, in accordance with Sections 362 and 771 of the 


Revised Statutes, to prosecute all delinquents for offences against 
the act of Congress in reference to political contributions. Whatever 


the private opinion of a prosecuting officer may be, we understand | 


that it is his official duty, upon the reasonable complaint of respect- 
able citizens, to present that complaint in legal form to the court for 
its decision. We have no right to ask his opinion, we have a right 
to ask his official action. You will also observe that we do not pro- 
pose to raise the question by an information against you. 
of Congress referred to does not in terms make it a misdemeanor 
for a legislative officer to receive the contribution which it forbids an 
executive officer to pay to any other officer of the government. Of 


your action, Congress and your constituents can judge; but we think | 
it is clear, and we presume you will not dispute it, that you are a/| 


legislative officer of the government, and that, therefore, payments to 
you are illegal. 


- 


In conclusion, they draw the attention of Mr. Hubbell to the fact 
that many employés of the government pay their contributions under 
duress, knowing full well that refusal on their part will result in 
dismissal, and offer to “ gladly join you in a letter to the President 
asking him to issue an executive order that no removal shall be made 
for a refusal to pay the contribution you request.” 


The same gentlemen have addressed a letter to the Hon. Benjamin | 
Harris Brewster, Attorney-General of the United States, on behalf | 


of the National Civil Service Reform League. 


they have been circulated; that the amount called for is “equal to 
two per cent. of the salary of the person to whom it is addressed ; 


that very large numbers of these persons have sent, or are about | 


to send, to the Republican Congressional Committee the sums 
which that body has thus requested; and that the money thus 
received by the members of this Committee has been, or is to 
be, used by them for political purposes, and was given to them 
for such purposes.” Then, the Section of the United States Stat- 
utes already quoted is cited, and also the fact that under this 
Statute General N. M. Curtis, of New York, was convicted; “that 
the statute prohibiting certain classes of officers and employés 


The act | 


A copy of the| 
circular issued by the Republican Congressional Committee was | 
enclosed, and attention was drawn to the large extent over which | 


13 


from giving money to ‘any other officer’ means thereby any other 
officer of the government of any kind whatsoever, and therefore it 
includes members of Congress as persons to whom money shall not 
be paid. We are confirmed in this view by reflecting that the 
object of the statute was to prevent that iniquitous system of polit- 
ical assessments which has become an insupportable abuse.” Several 
instances are cited where members of Congress are frequently de- 
scribed or alluded to in the United States Statutes as officers of the 
government. 


Attention is called to the paragraph in the circular which reads, 
“The Committee is authorized to state that such voluntary contribu- 
tion from persons employed in the service of the United States will 
not be objected to in any official quarter.” 


Such an assurance appended to an invitation to commit a mis- 
demeanor would be under any circumstances indefensible ; but, coming 
in the present case from members of Congress, it is also a reflection 
upon the integrity of the administration. But, however false or 
unauthorized the statement of the Committee may be, the practice of 
assessing office-holders has been tolerated so long that we are sure you 
will agree with us that prompt and vigorous action is necessary, in 
order to relieve the minds of the office-holders from the impression 
that they may with impunity commit the offence to which this circu- 
lar solicits them. 

We have very respectfully called your attention to this view of the 
law, with the assurance that, if our position is correct, such proceed- 
ings will be taken as are most proper for preventing the further 
collection of these assessments. Permit us, therefore, respectfully to 
suggest to you to give instructions to the United States district attor- 
neys throughout the Union to take immediate steps to prevent the 
further breach of this statute, and to secure the indictment and trial 
of all those officers and employés of the United States who come 
within its prohibition, and who shall pay money to such cominittee or 
to any of its members for political purposes. 


The Attorney-General, in reply, promises to look into the matter, 
and take such action as the circumstances may in his judgment 
require. 


Mr. Hubbell makes reply to Mr. Curtis and the counsel of the 
New York Association, under date of July 6. Ie draws attention to 
the “voluntary contribution” tone of the circular, adding that, 
“although like circulars have been issued biennially, for at least 
sixteen years, by Republican Congressional Committees, and many 
persons have refused to respond to them, there has never been a 
single removal from office or employment for that cause.” Evidently, 
the term “ virtual threat ” annoys Mr. Hubbell: he chafes perceptibly 
under its application, and denounces it. After dwelling at some 


length upon the “ absurdity ” of the counsel’s comprehension of the 
law, he says : — 


Of course, according to your notion, a simple citizen may con- 
tribute of his funds as of right, but a citizen becoming an official, to 
help the organization whose principles he may approve and whose 
policy he may deem essential to the prosperity of the people, cannot 
do so. In other words, under cover of protecting the official, you 
disgrace him. You ask me to unite with you in starting an experi- 
mental criminal prosecution against an officer or employé in New 
York for having complied with my request for aid to the Republican 
canvass. I will not do this for several reasons. It would be an act 
of dishonor for me to turn upon any Republican official who thus 
contributed : besides, it is needless as a means of testing the sense 
|of Section 6. In my judgment, neither the Attorney-General of the 

United States nor the district-attorney requires instructions, either 
from you or myself, as to the meaning of the laws, or their duties in 
prosecutions for violation of them; and I therefore decline, you 
having declined to unite in making a case against me as being the 
| party equally responsible with any contributor. As for myself, Mr. 
Curtis, it is only due to candor to say that, as long as the records of 
Congress show throughout all the Gulf States the systematic use of 
tissue ballots for purpose of fraud, the systematic throwing out 
of ballots cast and the insertion of ballots not cast, the systematic 
defeat of the exercise of the right of suffrage, and every conceivable 
| violation of law for the purpose of thwarting the expression of the 
| popular will, and so long as it is proven impossible to have a fair 
election and an honest count in any portion of the country, I propose 
to help maintain a Republican organization which shall be strong 
to prevent these outrages, or, when their commission cannot 





enoug 
be prevented, to punish the criminals; and, to that end, I propose 
to ask all good citizens, office-holders or otherwise, to supply the 
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Congressional Committee with the necessary means for smiting this 
crime against our common liberty, to the extent that you in the réle 
that you are now playing may succeed in crippling the operations 
of this Committee. You will become a most efficient ally of the 
Southern bulldozer and a most powerful promoter of their insidious 
methods, and there I leave you. 


On the 12th of July, Messrs. Wheeler and Whitridge again indited 
a letter to Mr. Hubbell, recalling his attention to the fact that they 
had accepted the challenge contained in his letter of June 22, express- 
ing a desire to test the soundness of the circular of the Civil Service 
Reform Association, which warned the employés that, if they re- 
sponded to the requests for money made by the Republican Con- 
gressional Committee, they would be guilty of a misdemeanor : — 


We... proposed to you to go before the United States Circuit 
Court, so as to obtain a decision on the point at issue between us 
without delay; and, as you ought to know, we proposed the se 
method in which any such decision could be immediately reached. 
As you said you were ready “for any form of action in any tribunal,” 
and as you had assured us that you “ disdained to seek shelter behind 
any cover,” we supposed that you would be eager to get before the 
court, and would welcome our acceptance of your challenge. As that, 
however, does not seem to be the case, and as you appear to shun a 
judicial decision of the question raised by us,— namely, that every 
executive officer or employé of the class designated in the statute 
alluded to, who pays money to you or to your committee, is guilty of a 
misdemeanor,— we have now, in answer to yours of the 6th instant, 
simply to point out to you that you have not done that which you 
said you would do. 

We beg also, in order that you may not fall into further confusion 
as to the position of the Civil Service Reform Association with refer- 
ence to this law, to state to you again precisely what we suppose its 
effect to be. It prohibits all executive officers or employés, not ap- 
pointed by and with the advice of the Senate, from giving money “to 
any other officer of the government” for political purposes. By the 


use of the words, “ any other officer of the government,” we suppose 
that the statute prohibits all such executive officers and employés 
from giving to any other officer of any kind, whether executive, legis- 
lative, or judicial, civil or military; and, as we suppose that you are a 


legislative officer of the government, it prohibits them from paying to 
you, and, if any of them do pay to you, they are guilty of a misde- 
meanor under this statute, and are to be dismissed from the service 
and fined. It has never been contended that you or your associates 
are in any way liable under this statute, unless, possibly, you are 
indictable as an accessory before the fact. Consequently, your allu- 
sion to a test as to whether you are “equally responsible with any 
contributor” is frivolous. 

We beg further to point out to you that the discussion as to 
whether these assessments levied by your committee are paid volun- 
tarily or, as we have stated, under duress, is irrelevant. It is legally 
of no consequence whether the payment of them is voluntary or com- 
pulsory. In either case, payment is prohibited ; and we trust that this 
will eventually become so clear to you that you and your committee 
will either act accordingly, or else that you will not seek to evade a 
legal demonstration of the fact that you are issuing invitations to 
commit a misdemeanor. If, however, you are quite sure that the con- 
tributions are entirely voluntary, we especially regret that you have 
nothing to say to our proposal that you unite with us in a request to 
the President to issue an order that no person shall be in any manner 
punished or removed for not responding to your circular. 





DANIEL WEBSTER ON THE CIVIL SERVICE. 


Tue following letter, discovered by the New York Herald, is 
timely reading at the present day : — 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, March 20, 1841. 
To the Hon. Thomas Ewing, Secretary of the Treasury : 

Sir,— The President is of the opinion that it is a great abuse to 
bring the patronage of the general government into conflict with the 
freedom of elections, and that this abuse ought to be corrected where- 
et it may have been permitted to exist, and to be prevented for the 

uture. 

He therefore directs that information be given to all officers and 
agents in your department of the public service that partisan inter- 
ference in the popular elections, whether of State officers or of officers 
of the (federal) government, and for whomsoever and against whom- 
soever it may be exercised, or the payment of any contribution or assess- 
ment on salaries or official compensation for party or election purposes, 
will be regarded by him as cause for removal. 

It is not intended that any officer shall be restrained in the free 
and proper expression and maintenance of his opinions respecting 
public men or public measures, or in the exercise to the fullest 








degree of the constitutional right of suffrage. But persons employed 
under the government and paid for their services out of the public 
treasury are not expected to take an active or officious part in at- 
tempts to influence the minds or votes of others, such conduct being 
deemed inconsistent with the spirit of the Constitution and the duty 
of public agents acting under it; and the President is resolved, so far 
as depends upon him, that, while the exercise of the elective fran- 
chise by the people shall be free from undue influence of official 
station and authority, opinion shall also be free among the officers 
and agents of the government. 

Similar letters have been addressed to other heads of Yepartments. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant. 

DANIEL WEBSTER. 


In 1841, when Mr. Webster first filled the office of Secretary of 
State, he had occasion to appoint a commission to inquire into the con- 
dition of certain public buildings then in the course of erection; and 
he issued instructions showing that he proposed to carry into practice 
the methods he had recommended to an upposing administration. 
Said he, “ You will inquire into no -man’s political opinions or pref- 
erences; but if it be alleged that any person having power, either in 
employing or dismissing laborers with any reference to the political 
opinions of those who may have been employed or dismissed, or for 
any political or party object whatever, or in any other way has violated 
his duty for party or electioneering purposes, you will inquire into the 
truth of such accusation and make report to me.” To such principles 
of administration must the American people return, if they hope to 
see such men as Webster in the public service. Such a character as 
his, and a man holding such views, would create consternation nowa- 
days in a convention composed of the spoilsmen of politics. The 
evil is deeply seated, and difficult of extirpation. Its fatal conse- 
quences I do not believe are overestimated or overstated. And, 
speaking not without practical knowledge of its effect upon the whole 
framework of our government in all of its three great departments, 
I aver my belief that, unless an end shall soon be put to a system by 
which at every election the offices of the country are, to use the 
words of Webster, “claimed by the right of party conquest,” and 
have that claim allowed, we will lose even our form of government, of 
which long before the substance will have disappeared. Statesman- 
ship is impossible with men whose only thought and occupation are 
official brokerage, and who administer the powers of official patronage 
not by the measure of the applicant’s character, ability, or fitness to 
perform the duties of the place, but by his servility and unscrupulous 
devotion to the objects of the political conspiracy into which he had 
been admitted. “Never forget,” wrote Macaulay to his constituents, 
when leaving for India, “that the worst and most degrading species 
of corruption is the corruption which operates not by hopes, but by 
fears.” And, once in office under the spoils system, the trembling 
possessor is induced to commit any act of unmanly servility in the 
fear that he will be dismissed. And, for the same reasons, he does not 
disclose abuses going on around him, when to do so would subject 
him to instant dismissal “for the good of the party.” The operation 
of such exciting hopes and fears upon the unprincipled and morbid 
mind has had lately a fearful illustration, at which the nation still 
shudders. But who shall say that the utter demoralization and 


| destruction of the better nature of men by politics under the spoils 


system did not find a natural outcome in the murder — under a con- 
fusion of hope and revenge concerning office—of a blameless and 
patriotic President? Sentences to beggary and distress, to which 
death would be almost a relief, have been not infrequent, under the 
form of dismissal from minor offices, for no other cause than to carry 
out the system that converts public trusts of power into the spoils of 
party. SENATOR BAYARD. 





RESOLUTIONS. 
CAMBRIDGE. 


A MEETING of the Cambridge Civil Service Reform Association 
was held June 30, to take action to secure a better representation in 
Congress. Hon. John C. Dodge presided; and speeches were made 
by President Charles W. Eliot, Charles Eliot Norton, Francis J. 
Child, Hon. H. G. Parker, E. B. Hale, Charles Deane, and others, all 
of whom advocated determined and independent action to secure a 
Representative of the fifth district whose fidelity to the principles of 
purer politics and a reformed civil service should be beyond ques- 
tion. The political course of Mr. Bowman, the present Representa- 
tive, was condemned; and the following resolutions were unani- 
mously adopted : — 

Since, by the redistricting of the State, the city of Cambridge is 
thrown into the fifth Congressional district, which is now represented 
in Congress by Hon. Selwyn Z. Bowman, and it is understood that 


Mr. Bowman is to be a candidate for reélection; and since Mr. 
Bowman has not, during his service in Congress, made any effort, so 
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service to which this Commonwealth has, in the most public and 
solemn manner, committed herself, but he has, on the contrary, 
entirely ignored those principles, and has, as we are informed, openly 
shown his disregard of them by great activity in promoting the 
appointment of persons notoriously hostile to such reform; and since 
it has become plain that resolutions, protests, and arguments by the 
people are seldom heeded by members of Congress, or by candidates 
for that office, unless followed by determined action at the polls, and 
it is especially the duty of this association to oppose unworthy can- 
didates ; and since this association wishes to express its disapproval 
of the recent action of an irresponsible committee of Congressmen, 
which’ has assumed, for party purposes, to extort money from em- 
ployés of the government,— 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this association, Hon. S. Z. 
Bowman should not represent this district in,;Congress, and that it is 
the duty of the members of this association to oppose his nomina- 
tion, and, if nominated, his election, by voting against him at the 
polls, and by advising their fellow-citizens so to vote. 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this association, no candidate 
for Congress, by whatever party nominated, is to be supported at the 
polls, unless his character and principles are already so well known 
that there can be no reasonable doubt of his vigorous and aggressive 
support of the principles of civil service reform if elected to Congress, 
and that mere professions of pledges made by any candidate on the 
eve of election are entitled to little or no consideration. 

Resolved, That this association condemns the action of the Com- 
mittee of Congress in laying political assessments under the trans- 
parent pretence of voluntary contributions; and, in the opinion of 
this association, such assessments are cruelly unjust toward the gov- 
ernment employés, are repugnant to public morality, are dangerous 
to a free government, are forbidden, in spirit if not in letter, by the 
law of the land, and are particularly odious and disgraceful when 
demanded by a committee of Congressmen, which is not authorized by 
its constituents, or by any competent authority in the party, who are 
themselves the persons most interested in applying the money to their 
own reélection, and whose use of money is secret, subject to no scru- 
tiny, and not guarded by the commonest precautions which should 
secure the honest use of money. 


MALDEN. 


At a special meeting of the Malden Association, held July 5, the 
following amendment to Article 4 of the Constitution was adopted : — 


The conditions of membership shall be wholly independent of 
party preference. Questions shall not be discussed in the debates 
or in the publications of the Association on party grounds. But 
nothing in this article shall be construed to prevent the Association 
from opposing any candidate when, in its opinion or in that of three- 
fourths of the members of the Executive Committee, such course is 
demanded by the objects of the Association, or to prevent the Asso- 
ciation from nominating any independent candidate in case the in- 
terests of civil service reform demand it. 


Also the following resolutions : — 


WuereEAs, in the opinion of this Association, a thorough-going 
reform of the civil service of the United States is essential to secure 
statesmanlike service in Congress and honesty in public life, to pre- 
serve the integrity of the nation and keep this people from the moral 
and political degradation which must follow a continuation of the 
spoils system, therefore, 

Resolved, That the collection of subscriptions for campaign pur- 
poses from employés of the government, under the false pretence that 
the subscriptions solicited are purely voluntary, is nothing less than 
robbery. That whatever party or individuals receive the benefit of 
such subscriptions partake of the fruit of robbery. 

Resolved, That this Association will oppose the nomination or 
election of any candidate for Congress, in the coming campaign, who 
does not actively support by his vote, influence and example the cause 
of civil service reform as understood by this Association. 

Resolved, That in case neither the Democratic nor Republican 
party nominates an acceptable candidate, it is the duty of those in the 
Sixth District, holding the views which this Association represents, 
to nominate a candidate of their own, and to oppose the election of 
delegates to the Congressional Conventions who are not in favor of 
civil service reform. 


QUINCY. 


At a meeting of the Quincy Association, held July 11, the follow- 
ing resolutions were adopted :— 


Resolved, That the recent circular of a self-constituted committee 
of Congressmen, demanding a week’s salary from every government 
officer, is an open defiance, not only of the growing sentiment in 
favor of civil service reform, but of the peel. grseron of the people ; 
and the hypocritical attempts of its authors to show that they 
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far as we can learn, to forward those principles of reform in the civil 
intended government officers to feel perfectly free not to contribute 
can only be characterized as effrontery by which no intelligent man 
is deceived. 

Resolved, That every candidate for representative to Congress 
should be asked to pledge himself to favor a law that will absolutely 
forbid all demands upon government officers for political contribu- 
tions, whether made by members of Congress or heads of departments 
or others; and no candidate who is not so pledged should receive the 
support of those who believe in honesty in politics. 





ANNUAL MEETINGS. 


BUFFALO. 


THE annual meeting of the Buffalo Association was held on the 
4th of May last. The Hon. Sherman S. Rogers presided, and his 
speech was sensible and interesting. 

The secretary’s report was read; and Mr. William F. Kip spoke, 
strongly advocating the Pendleton bill. 

The following officers were elected: President, Sherman S. Rogers; 
Vice-Presidents, Pascal P. Pratt, Jewett Richmond, Stephen Bettinger, 
F. Augustus Georger; Executive Committee, J. N. Larned, Henry A. 
Richmond, Sheldon T. Viele, Howard H. Baker, Philip Houck, Will- 
iam C. Bryant, Charles A. Sweet, William F. Kip, S. M. Welch, Jr., 
F. A. Crandall, Matthias Rohr, Sherman S. Rogers, Jacob F. Schoel- 
kop, Henry W. Sprague, Rev. George H. Ball. 


MARYLAND. 


The annual meeting of the Maryland Association was held May 
25. “On taking the chair, the president, Mr. J. Hall Pleasants, said 
that, by the distribution of interesting and instructive matter during 
the past year, we have sown seed liberally, and hope for a correspond- 
ing harvest. The cause was not standing still. The number of 


associations in different parts of the country had in the past year 


increased from about a dozen to thirty. If, occasionally, events would 
seem to wear an aspect of discouragement, and the good cause 
appeared to receive a blow such as was given by the appointment of 
Mr. Worthington, Collector of Boston, we must remember that just 
such provocations as this would arouse the friends of reform to 
renewed exertion.” The following officers were elected to serve 
during the coming year : President, J. Hall Pleasants; Vice-Presidents, 
George S. Brown, I. Nevitt Steele, John S. Gilman, Albert Small 
(Hagerstown), David L. Bartlett, S. Teackle Wallis, Daniel J. Foley, 
Henry E. Wootten (Ellicott City); Executive Committee, Wm. H. 
Baldwin, Jr., John J. Donaldson, Louis Hennighausen, Charles 
Markell, George A. Pope, William Keyser, L. L. Conrad, Charles J. 
Bonaparte, Charles E. Phelps, Samuel Eccles, Jr., Daniel C. Gilman, | 
James H. Barney, Robert D. Morrison, Chas. C. Bombaugh, Thos. B. 
Mackall; Treasurer, T. Erskine Carson; Secretary, George B. Cole. 





GENERAL NEwTOon M. Curtis, of New York, was tried and con- 
victed in the United States Circuit Court for receiving money col- 
lected from persons in the civil service for political purposes. He 
made an application for a new trial; and on the 20th inst. the court 
in banc denied the application. He has been sentenced to pay a fine 
of $500 in each of two instances of violation of the law. 


Ir is understood that the New York Association will present to 
the United States Grand Jurors the names of office-holders who have 
contributed to Mr. Hubbell’s committee. 


Rev. Epwarp CROWNINSHIELD, of Belfast, Me., has delivered an 
interesting discourse, entitled “'The Political Horizon.” 





Tue information that teachers and employés of the Indian 
schools at Carlisle and Hampton have been assessed under the 
Hubbell circular is creating some uneasiness even among the most 
emphatic defenders of this system of alleged voluntary contributions. 
ton Advertiser. 
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OFFICE OF THE NATIONAL CIVIL SERVICE REFORM LEAGUE, 
No. 4 PINE STREET, NEW YORK. 











House, Newport, R.I., on Wednesday, Aug. 2, 1882, at 12 M. 


shall be elected for the ensuing year, and other appropriate business 
may be transacted.” 
The third and fourth sections of the Constitution are as follows : 
III.—* The League shall consist of all the Civil Service Reform 






become members thereof. Any member of any such association may 
be present at any meeting of the League and take part in the debates 
or discussions as the by-laws may provide.” 

IV.—“ At any meeting of the League, each association belonging 
to it shall be entitled to one vote upon every question coming before 
the League. Such vote may be cast by a personal representative 
designated by each association or by proxy, as the by-laws may 
provide.” 

No by-laws have as yet been prepared. 

The General Committee and the Executive Committee will meet 
at the Ocean House as above at 10 A.M. on the 2d of August. 
The present members of .these Committees are as follows : — 
















GENERAL COMMITTEE, 
GEORGE WILLIAM CURTIS, Chairman, 
WILLIAM W. VAUGHAN, 
C, STUART PATTERSON, 
GEORGE A. POPE, 
FRED. 0. LAYMAN, . ee 
CHARLES KENDALL ADAMS, 
HENRY W. FARNUM, . 
JOSEPH F. RANDOLPH, . 
FRANKLIN MACVEAGH,. ea ee 
GEORGE D. AYERS,. . . . . +. + © e «© « 
SHERMAN S. ROGERS, ° 
CHARLES NOBLE GREGORY,. 
HENRY HITCHCOCK, ° 
LEE McBRIDE,.. . . 
FREDERIC CROMWELI 
HENRY LAMBERT, , 
WILLIAM SIMES, . ° 
GEORGE H. PENDLETON, 
EDWARD D. ROBBINS, 





W. New Brighton, N.Y. 
Cambridge, Mass. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Baltimore, Md. 
(For) San Francisco, Cal. 
Ann Arbor, Mich. 
New Haven, Conn. 
. Morristown, N.J. 
Chicago, Ill. 
Malden, Mass. 
Buffalo, N.Y. 
Madison, Wis. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Cleveland, O. 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 
Newton, Mass. 
. +» + Boston, Mass. 
Cincinnati, O. 
Hartford, Conn. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. 
GEORGE WILLIAM CURTIS, Chairman, 
MOORFIELD STOREY, . ° 
WAYNE MACVEAGH, . 
, J. HALL PLEASANTS, . 
SHERMAN 8. ROGERS, 
HENRY HITCHCOCK, 
W. W. CRANE, Jr., 
FREDERIC CROMWELL, . 
WILLIAM CARY SANGER, . 
JOHN JAY, oe ws 
CARL SCHURZ,.... . 
EVERETT P. WHEELER, . 
SILAS W. BURT, ne oe 
A. R. MACDONOUGH, . 
DORMAN B. EATON, 


W. New Brighton, N.Y. 
Boston, Mass. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Baltimore, Md. 
Buffalo, N.Y. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

San Francisco, Cal. 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 


“ “ 











New York City. 


“ 





“ 









chosen delegates to the General Committee should do so at once, 
and that all should be represented at the Annual Meeting. 
By order, 
Witi1aM Ports, Secretary. 
















JULY 14, 1882. = 

Tue business habits of office-holders are of more importance than 
their opinions are. This doctrine supersedes altogether what the 
Stalwarts understand by politics, or rather what they wish their 
dupes to understand; and, so far as it prevails, it will take the 
ground away from under the Machines. Civil service reform Should 
be advocated by specific measures instead of by high-sounding dec- 
larations which do not bind the one who makes them to any efficient 
action.—Strict Constructionist. 


The Strict Constructionist is published at 266 Washington Street, 
Boston. 





Tue Annual Meeting of this League will be held at the Ocean 


Under the terms of the Constitution, at this meeting “ Officers | 


Associations in the United States, which signify their willingness to | 


. ei : | 
It is recommended that those associations which have not yet | 


At the meeting of the Quincy Civil Service Reform Association, 
held July 11, Messrs. F. A. Claflin, Josiah Quincy, Jr., and Theoph- 
ilus King, Jr., were appointed a committee to confer with a similar 
/committee which might be appointed by any other civil service 
reform association in the district to act with such committee or by 
\itself in securing from any candidate, who might be put forward in 
opposition to Congressman Harris, explicit statements of his position 
upon civil service reform. 





I ask these gentlemen what they think of political assessments, 
. . . of issuing a circular calling for one, two, or three per cent. of 
the salaries of all the employés, . . . with the distinct understand- 
ing that, unless they pay, others will be found to fill their places? I 
|call the attention of gentlemen around me to that shameful fact. 
|The practice affords a large so-called electioneering fund, which, in 
many cases, never gets beyond the shysters and the mere camp-fol- 
lowers of the party. JAMES A. GARFIELD. 





| Every overthrow of a political “boss” is a victory for civil ser- 
'vice reform. The retirement of Senator Conkling was a triumph 
for the principles of the reformers, and there is good reason to hope 
| for another in the downfall of Don Cameron. New “bosses” will 
arise, however ; and we cannot expect a thorough cure of the evils of 
| the “boss ” system until civil service reform is established by law. 


Mr. Husse 1, the chairman of the Congressional Committee that 
| raises political funds by assessments on government clerks, errand- 
| boys, ete., has been so driven to the wall by Mr. George William 
| Curtis, in their discussion of the assessment matter, that finally, as a 
| last resort, he gets out the “bloody shirt,” and shakes it with almost 
sanguinary zeal. 





AN association has been formed at Wollaston, Mass., with the 
following officers: President, J. G. Witham; Yice-Presidents, Charles 
R. Sherman, F. A. Claflin; Executive Committee, Charles F. Parker, 
Rev. William R. Lord, Dr. W. L. Faxon; Treasurer, Herbert T, 
Whitman ; Secretary, Josiah Quincy, Jr. 





CONGRESSMAN CANDLER, of Massachusetts, has written a letter 
tothe Newton Civil Service Reform Association, in which he attempts 
| to explain his support of the appointment of Mr. Worthington to the 
'Collectorship. The letter is not satisfactory to those of his constitu- 
ents who believe in civil service reform. 








Tue Annual Conference of Civil Service Reform Associations will 
be held at the Ocean House, Newport, on August 2. The official 
notice will be found in another column. The members of any Civil 
Service Reform Association connected with the League are entitled 


to be present at the meeting, and it is hoped there will be a good 
attendance. 





| 





THE young men of Fall River are actively taking measures toward 
the organization of an association in that city. 


| 
| 
| 


Many citizens of Auburndale, Mass., are urging the necessity of 
an association there. 





TuE offices of the Philadelphia Association are removed to No. 
| 263 South Fourth Street. 








COLUMBIA BICYCLE. 


The Bicycle has proved itself to be a permanent, practical 
road vehicle, and the number in daily use is rapidly increas- 
Fis) * ing. Professional and business men, seekers after health or 
UNS pleasure, all join in bearing witness to its merits. Send 3c. 

l ~ stamp for catalogue, with price-list and full information. 
THE POPE M’FG CO., 597 Washington St., Boston, Mass. 





KP 





/ 














